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Response to Comments of James Clifton, RailPAC, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1027) 

PH-LA1027-1 
The HST system that has been evaluated in the program EIR/EIS 
and preferred HST alignment and station locations would well serve 
California’s major intercity travel markets, including intermediate 
“hub” stations such as Bakersfield and Fresno.  Much of the ridership 
forecast for the HST system is expected to come from intermediate 
markets.  By having a variety of services (Express, Semi-express, 
Suburban-express, and Local) the HST system can effectively and 
efficiently serve California’s long-distance and intermediate travel 
markets between regions. 
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Response to Comments of April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1028) 

PH-LA1028-1 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA will continue to work 
with other organizations, agencies, and the public should the HST 
proposal move forward. 
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Response to Comments of Steve Mandori, City of Murrieta, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1029) 

PH-LA1029-1 
The Authority has identified a potential HST station at Murrieta as 
part of the preferred HST alignment and station locations.  Please 
see standard response 6.34.1 in regards to the selection of the U.C. 
Riverside Station site as the preferred station option for serving 
Riverside County.  Please see standard response 10.1.7 in regards to 
the phasing of the HST system. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1030 
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Response to Comments of Ross R. Moore, City of Murrieta, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1030) 

PH-LA1030-1 
Acknowledged.  The program EIR/EIS does not include a financing 
plan. 

PH-LA1030-2 
The co-lead agencies are unaware of any HST train, existing or  
being developed, for speeds exceeding 200 mph that is a “dual-
mode hybrid electric/conventional locomotive” that can operate on 
both electrified and non-electrified routes. 

PH-LA1030-3 
Please see standard response 2.9.4. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1031 
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Response to Comments of Joseph A. Strapac, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1031) 

PH-LA1031-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1.  The conceptual operating plan 
that was used to calculate intercity and long-distance commute 
forecasts did not assume HSR trains originating in the Antelope 
Valley (see Conceptual Service Plan, Section 2.6.2 of the Program 
EIR/EIS). The possibility of trains originating in the Antelope Valley 
could be investigated as part of subsequent project level studies.  
The cost of upgrading Metrolink/Surfliner service to serve the 
Antelope Valley is beyond the scope of this program level document 
and was not estimated. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1032 
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Response to Comments of April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1032) 

PH-LA1032-1 
Please see Standard Response 8.1.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1033 
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Response to Comments of T.A. Nelson, P.E., April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1033) 

PH-LA1033-1 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1034 



California High-Speed Train Final Program EIR/EIS Response to Comments 

 

 
CALIFORNIA HIGH SPEED RAIL AUTHORITY 

 
 

U.S. Department 
of Transportation 
Federal Railroad 
Administration 

Page 7-206

 

Response to Comments of Sheldon H. Walter, P.E., April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1034) 

PH-LA1034-1 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1034-2 
Please see standard response 6.23.1. 

PH-LA1034-3 
The Authority has identified the Downtown Burbank site as a 
potential HST station to serve the Burbank/Glendale area. 

PH-LA1034-4 
Please see standard response 2.31.4 

PH-LA1034-5 
Acknowledged. 

PH-LA1034-6 
An electronic copy (on compact disk) of the Final Program EIR/EIS 
document will be sent to all those who commented on the Draft 
EIR/EIS document and provided accurate addresses. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1035 
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Response to Comments of John C. Miller, Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation Authority, April 13, 2004 
(Letter PH-LA1035) 

PH-LA1035-1 
Please see standard response 10.1.7. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1036 
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Response to Comments of Mark R. Johnston, NARP, TRAC, PRS, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1036) 

PH-LA1036-1 
Please see standard response 10.1.7.   

PH-LA1036-2 
Please see standard response 6.39.1.   

PH-LA1036-3 
The Authority has identified preferences that the HST system should 
include direct service to Irvine in Orange County and further 
recommends that the LOSSAN corridor is the preferred option for 
HST service between Los Angeles and Orange County.  This option 
assumes shared operations with other passenger services and 
separation from freight with 4 total tracks (2 for passenger rail 
services and 2 for freight) between Los Angeles and Fullerton.  
South of Fullerton the alignment would be two tracks with additional 
passing tracks at intermediate stations.  The electrified HST may 
need to share tracks (at reduced speeds) with non-electric Metrolink 
commuter rail, Surfliner intercity service and occasional freight trains 
(there are fewer freight operations south of Fullerton).   

This alignment would increase connectivity and accessibility to 
Orange County, California’s second most populated county, and the 
transportation hubs of Anaheim and Irvine.  Improvements to the 
LOSSAN corridor would provide a safer, more reliable, energy 
efficient intercity mode to serve Orange County and Southern Los 
Angeles County while improving the safety, reliability, and 
performance of the regional commuter, and “Surfliner” intercity 
service because of the fully grade separated tracks, separation from 
freight, and a state-of-the-art signaling and communications system.  
The HST service would greatly increase the capacity for intercity and 
commuter travel and reduce automobile traffic.  Moreover, 
environmental impacts would be minimized since this option utilizes 
the existing LOSSAN railroad right-of-way.  Noise impacts from 
existing operations could be reduced due to the elimination of horn 

noise and gate noise as a result of building grade separations at 
existing grade crossings. 

PH-LA1036-4 
Please see standard response 2.36.1. 

PH-LA1036-5 
Please see standard response 6.23.1 and standard response 2.36.4.  
Options to route the HST through the Antelope Valley along the SR-
138 corridor to I-5 in the Gorman area were considered but rejected 
in the screening evaluation and documented in Chapter 2 of the 
Draft Program EIR/EIS.  These alignments would require long (12 
miles or 19 km), deep tunneling through the Garlock fault zone.  The 
tunneling associated with the SR-138 alignments renders these 
options impracticable because of considerably higher construction 
costs and risks. 

PH-LA1036-6 
Acknowledged.  The Authority and the FRA respectfully disagree with 
your assessment.  Travel times, cost, frequency of service, safety, 
comfort, proximity to origin and destination, etc. will all factor in to 
traveler’s trip choice.  The ridership analysis for the Authority 
suggests that HST service between Sacramento and the Bay Area 
would attract a significant number of passengers when utilizing the 
Pacheco Pass.  Please refer to Section 2.6.8.D of the Program 
EIR/EIS in regards to improvements to the Capitol Corridor.  
Available studies indicate that use of the Bay Bridge, or a new 
Transbay Tube would not be feasible or practicable options for HST 
service.  Please see the findings of the following MTC studies, which 
provide substantial evidence to support this conclusion: Structural 
Assessment of Rail on the Bay Bridge, October 22, 1999; MTC Bay 
Bridge Feasibility Study, July 2000; and San Francisco Bay Crossings 
Study, July 2002. 
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PH-LA1036-7 
Acknowledged.    

PH-LA1036-8 
Acknowledged.    
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Comment Letter PH-LA1037 
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Response to Comments of Arthur Golding, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1037) 

PH-LA1037-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.24.2.  The 
objectives adopted by the Authority include minimizing impacts to 
natural resources, social and economic resources, and cultural 
resources. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1038 
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Response to Comments of I. Lazzeroni, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1038) 

PH-LA1038-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 2.10.1 and standard 
response 2.12.2.  When operating at high-speeds, all steel-wheel-on-
steel-rail systems that currently exist use overhead catenary. 
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Comment Letter PH-LA1039 
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Response to Comments of Joel Reynolds, April 13, 2004 (Letter PH-LA1039) 

PH-LA1039-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see the response to Comment O015-8 and 
response to Comment O015-9. 
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